attempt to enforce it probably cost the country more tax yielded. The window tax belonged to the class duties the expenses of which amounted only to aboi cent, of the total yield; and the new impost could no be evaded except by the heroic remedy of blocking up Thus, both in regard to economic doctrine and comr, (the former is but the latter systematized) Pitt's e> ushered in a new era in British finance and therefore commerce. The City of London welcomed the chan promised to lead to the employment of twenty moi ships for the China tea-trade and to the destruction of tl band tea-trade to these shores carried on hitherto by tl and Dutch East India Companies. Indeed, no soone Commutation Bill (as it was called) gain general as; the Dutch Company offered to sell to us its cargoes c loss of 40 per cent, on prime cost and expenses. This J ought to have stilled all opposition to the measure; continued to oppose it with a vehemence worthy of cause; he was ultimately beaten by 14} votes to 40(101
We may note here that by further regulations of the and by what was called the " Manifest Act" of 1786, the revenue wrre made far more diflicult   Thus to 1'it the credit of having done more than any minister (fc> ceeded where Walpole largely failed) to stop a materia a grave moral evil.
It would be incorrect to claim that Pitt was the firs: on the idea of substituting lower and effective dutic exorbitant and ineffective duty on tea, William Kdan ( Lord Auckland) declared that very many persona had : some such change, and he attributed to Lord John C the formation of the revenue committee, the results inquiries were now utilized by the Prime Minister. Pi other hand, gave the credit of the measure to his relat Muhon. The mention of that nobleman reminds us of ai which enlivened the debate. While sawing the air in    rw^wllfiiwl      .,,»     na     «-/•»     K^I«fV     fk,.,«      l"^f>, hr- ij»r,*k questitw «i turning «»tt th.it «f nt»ml»rr-* its Ihr H«»u">r.
